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Introduction

The literature on appraising faculty papers has focused primarily on identifying distinguished or long-
time faculty. Such individuals often meet the criteria of representing "excellence in research, teaching,
university service, and community service" (Fournier, 1990). Determining whose papers to solicit may
be a qualitative analysis, but the contributions of university faculty members can be quantified and
reviewed in a variety of ways. Among these methods, network analysis provides a useful supplemental
approach for assessing scholarly contributions and service.
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These data sources provided clear metrics for
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context of the department as a whole.

Mapping citations

In order to examine the relative impact of faculty
scholarship, Google Scholar was harvested using
Publish or Perish. This data was then normalized and
imported into Gephi to produce a bibliographic citation
network graph. The resulting graph was characterized
by a low average degree per node (1.107), low graph
density (0.001), and high modularity (0.788).
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Conclusions

Our collection development policy mandates collecting the papers of selected members of the
Religious Education faculty, primarily to document their teaching and research. The ready
availability of quantitative measures is helpful in making appraisal decisions. However,
statistical measures of publishing such as h-index may not give enough context when selecting
individuals as representatives of a department's output. Network analysis tools are useful for
looking at research connections within a faculty when soliciting professional papers. It may also
be desirable to repeat these analyses periodically due to shifting academic trends.




